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BeforeHOLLAND, BERGER, andJACOBS, Justices.
ORDER

This 10" day of April 2012, upon consideration of the afgels opening
brief, the State’s motion to affirm, and the rectelow, it appears to the Court
that:

(1) The appellant, Amir Fatir, filed this appesdrh the Superior Court’s
order, dated February 2, 2012, denying his motiwrcdrrection of illegal sentence
under Superior Court Criminal Rule 35(a). The &tads filed a motion to affirm
the judgment below on the ground that it is manifesthe face of Fatir's opening

brief that his appeal is without merit. We agrad affirm.



(2) The record reflects that Fatir is servingfa §entence without parole
following his conviction in 1976 for first degreeunder and related offensésln
December 2011, Fatir filed a motion for correctadrillegal sentence contending,
among other thingsthat his life sentence is illegal because it failsspecify an
ending date as required by 11 Del. C. § 390%(aJhe Superior Court found no
merit to this argument and denied Fatir's motidimis appeal followed.

(3) Atfter careful consideration of the partiesjaments on appeal, we
find it manifest on the basis on Fatir's openingebthat his appeal is without
merit. This Court has previously rejected the vegyument that Fatir now makes.
In Carr v. Sate,* we held that the term “life” imprisonment is suféntly defined
to meet the requirements of Section 3901(Akcordingly, we find no merit to
Fatir's argument in this appeal.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmentttué Superior
Court is AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/sl Carolyn Berger
Justice

! See Hooks v. State, 429 A.2d 1312 (Del. 1981) (affirming the impositiof a mandatory life sentence upon Fatir
and his codefendants).

2 To the extent Fatir's motion raised other issueshe Superior Court, those issues are deemed evddrehis
failure to raise them in his opening brief on appklrphy v. Sate, 632 A.2d 1150, 1152 (Del. 1993).

% DEL. CODE ANN. tit. 11, § 3901(a) (2007). Section 3901(a) pdes in part, that “{w]hen imprisonment is part of
the sentence, the term shall be fixed, and the ¢ihils commencement and ending specified.

* Carr v. State, 2008 WL 2138157 (Del. May 20, 2008).
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